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HE results of the inquiry by the 

Council of the League of Nations 

into the administration of the Saar Val- 

ley* are disappointing to those who ex- 
pected a drastic rebuke to France. Lord 
tobert Cecil remarked at the opening 
session that “‘a private inquiry would be 
worse than useless.” Nevertheless, at 
the insistence of the French, a local in- 
quiry was abandoned and the Council 
contented itself with summoning the 

Governing Council of the Saar to Geneva 

where it questioned them behind closed 

doors. None of the protesting nationals 
of the Saar were heard. 

In the resolution adopted, the Council 
nevertheless indicated clearly, though 
in moderate terms, the desirability of 
three important changes in the adminis- 
tration of the Saar: 

(1) A clear understanding that the Saar Com- 
mission is solely responsible to the League 
and owes no allegiance to any other body 
whatever. It is also to be held collectively 
responsible for any acts by single mem- 
bers of the Commission charged with spe- 
cific functions. [This refers undoubtedly 
to the protest of the Canadian member, 
Mr. Waugh, to the arbitrariness of Presi- 
dent Rault (a Frenchman), who has acted 
on several occasions without previous con- 
sultation with his colleagues. ] 

(2) All “exceptional legislation” should event- 
ually be withdrawn as was the famous 
Decree of March 7. The Council notes with 
gratification that amnesty has been granted 


to political prisoners jailed under the 
rescinded Decree. 


(3) That “foreign” troops [which in this case 
means French troops] should be dispensed 
with as soon as the development of the local 
gendarmerie permits, in line with the de- 
sire of the Commission expressed on 
April 23. 

One of the outstanding grievances of 
the local inhabitants of the Saar has 
been the substitution of the franc for the 
mark. In regard to this, the Council 
states merely that it “appreciates the 
economic considerations which led the 


* Bulletins Vol. II, Nos. 27, and 30, May 18, and June 8, 1922 











Commission to introduce the franc as the 
only legal currency.’ In closing, the 
Council “expresses once more to the Gov- 
erning Commission its great appreciation 
of the administrative work accomplished 
during three and a half years in particu- 
larly difficult circumstances, and assures 
the Commission of its full support in the 
accomplishment of the mission entrusted 
to it.” Lord Robert Cecil, commenting 
on this last clause, indicated that it of 
course presupposed that the Commission 
will “carry out its difficult duties with 
justice and a strict regard for treaty pro- 
visions.” 

The New Statesman (London) remarks 
editorially that it has before it a copy of 
the new Decree of June 18, which is 
“nearly as full as its predecessor of of- 
fensive interference with liberty of 
speech and publication . . Offenders 
are even liable to penalties of the Bis- 
marckian Press-law of 1874.” 


There is no disguising the compromise 
with France. It is undoubtedly true, 
however, that the more liberal members 
of the Council faced a decision between 
such a compromise and the possible with- 
drawal of France from the League at a 
time when the League, after all, may be 
needed for a larger issue. It is not yet 
beyond the realms of possibility that the 
deadlock over the Ruhr may be submit- 
ted to the League. France has never 
apenly threatened withdrawal. Never- 
theless, her attack upon the League’s 
budget and a hint that it might prove too 
expensive for her to continue, were 
straws that showed the direction of the 
wind. England, responsible for pressing 
the Saar issue in April, has since entered 
upon a vitally momentous controversy 
with her ally over German reparations 
and the enforcement of the Treaty, the 
solution of which would almost auto- 
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difficulties in the Saar. It would be 
doubtful statesmanship to strain further 
at this critical period, and over a rela- 
tively less important issue, a relationship 
which if maintained may yet make pos- 

sible some common basis of agreement. 

CHRISTINA MERRIMAN, 

Conditions of Bok Award 

NNOUNCEMENT of the final condi- 
tions of the $100,000 Peace Award 
established by Edward W. Bok reveals 
that subsidiary awards of $5,000 each as 
second, third, fourth and fifth prizes will 
be offered in case the plan finally selected 
is a composite one. The personne] of the 
jury of award will be made public about 


September 1. The conditions are as fol- 
lows: 


The contest is open to every citizen of the 
United States, by birth or naturalization. Plans 
may be submitted either by individuals or by or- 
re of every kind, national, State or 
ocal. 

The winning plan must provide a practicable 
means whereby the United States can take its 
place and do its share toward preserving world 
peace, while not making compulsory the partici- 
pation of the United States in European wars, 
if any such are in the future found unpreventable. 

The plan may be based upon the present cov- 
enant of the League of Nations or may be en- 
tirely apart from that instrument. 

Award in Two Payments 

The purpose of the award is twofold: first, 
to produce a plan; and secondly, to insure so far 
as may be, that it will be put into operation. The 
award is, therefore, to be made in two payments 
—$50,000 to the author of the winning plan as 
soon as the Jury of Award has selected it, the 
second $50,000 will be paid to the author if and 
when the plan, in substance and intent, is ap- 
proved by the United States Senate; or if and 
when the Jury of Award decides that an adequate 
degree of popular support has been demonstrated 
for the winning plan. 

The question of whether amendments which 
may be made in the Senate materially affect the 
intent of the plan submitted, and the acceptance 
or rejection of these amendments, are left en- 
tirely to the judgment of the Jury of Award. 

The second half of the award shall not be deem- 
ed to have been won unless the conditions above 
mentioned as to the approval of the plan shall 
be fulfilled on or before March 4, 1925. 

The subsidiary awards are to be paid upon the 
same basis as the principal award. 

Plans submitted should not be in the form of 
bills, resolutions, or treaties suitable for presen- 
tation to the Senate. The paper submitted may 
include not only the exposition of the plan, but 
also argument for it. A summary of not exceed- 
ing 500 words must accompany every plan. The 
total number of words submitted, exclusive of 
the summary, must not exceed 5,000. 

Rules for Contestants 

Only one plan may be submitted by any one 
contestant. Manuscripts must be typewritten, 
and on only one side of the page and must not 
be rolled. They must not be accompanied by 
letters. 

They must not bear the name of the author or 
contain anything by which the author might be 
identified. Each manuscript must have attached 
to it a plain sealed enevelope containing the au- 
thor’s name and address. As they are received, 
the manuscript and envelope will be marked for 
identification with the same number. The en- 
velopes will not be opened until the Jury of 
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Award has made its selections. 
will be returned. 

All manuscripts must be received at the office 
of the American Peace Award by midnight on 
November 15, 1923. It is expected that the jury 
will be able to announce the selection of a plan 
for the first part of the award in time for the 
plan to be presented to the Senate early in 1924. 

The submission of any manuscript, whether or 
not it receives an award, shall give to the com- 
mittee full rights to publish it in such manner 
and at such time as it may choose. 


President Harding: Revolutionist 


HE National Council for Prevention 

of War, with its Bulletin of March 3, 
circulated a chart prepared by the 
United States Bureau of Efficiency, show- 
ing that more than 85 per cent of our 
National Budget for 1924 would go for 
past and future wars. The figures were 
sharply challenged by the Secretary of 
War, who attacked the group of organi- 
zations functioning through the National 
Council as a pacifist group “preaching 
revolution and the establishment of a 
communist government . . who seem 
to believe that an Army and Navy are 
unnecessary.” According to Mr. Weeks 
the figures were misleading, as only 13.5 
per cent of the budget was being ex- 
pended for national defense. He re- 
fused to consider the cost of past wars, 
asserting that the pacifists used it ‘‘as a 
means of propaganda only.” 

President Harding could hardly have 
been ignorant of a controversy given 
such wide publicity. But hearken to him 
at Salt Lake City (June 26): 

“When you stop to think that, when divided 
up, 85 per cent of American taxes, 85 per cent 
of the enormous public fund of which I have 
been speaking, goes to the expenses and obliga- 
tions of war and only 15 per cent to the promo- 
tion of the ideals and practices of peace, do you 
not think we ought to play our part, my country- 
men, in helping the world to abolish war?” 

Whereat Mr. Weeks publicly express- 
es his surprise and disappointment, and 
the Army and Navy Journal is plunged into 
despair, complaining bitterly that “not 
since Theodore Roosevelt occupied the 
White House has there been a President 
with a comprehensive and clear view of 
the question of national defense. 
President Harding . . not only made 
a contribution to the pacifist propaganda, 
but repudiated the budget system and 
the Secretary of War.” 

Woe betide! This is rude reproach. 
But so far no resignation has been an- 
nounced either from the White House or 
the State, War and Navy Building. How- 
ever, when the President returns from 
his self-imposed deportation to Alaska, 
he may find himself in a melting mood, 
and give sorrow words. If not, we take 
it there will be no quarter. 


No manuscripts 





Errata: Bulletin No. 36, page 1, col. 2: 
For “cocoa,” read coca. For “progress 
and suppression,” read progress in sup- 
pression. 
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